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The fall of Saddam Hussein’s tyrannical regime at the hands 
of the Americans and their allies raised the expectations of 
most Iraqis to unprecedented levels. The US was to fulfil all 
their long-cherished dreams for freedom, democracy and 
prosperity. Ten years after the fall of Saddam’s regime and 
three years since the American troops’ withdrawal, Iraq is in 
shambles, with a third of its country under terrorists’ control, 
its version of democracy paralyzed, its march towards 
economic recovery hampered, and even its unity threatened. 
Iraqis put the blame for the sad state of their country on their 
corrupt leaders, divisive political system, meddling 
neighbours and the US government. After the US-organized, 
equipped and trained Iraqi army recently abandoned its bases 
in the north and west of Iraq to the terrorists, support for the 
continued alliance with the US dwindled. Iraqis waited for 
their American friends and allies to honour their commitments 
by executing air raids on terrorists’ bases and expediting the 


delivery of much-needed fighter jets and other weapons on 
contract. Instead, the US dispatched more military advisors 
and implicitly accused the Iraqi government of fermenting 
rebellion and terrorism among the minority Sunnis by being 
less inclusive and discriminatory. 

In view of recent developments in Iraq and Syria more Iraqis 
are now prepared to believe that the Americans by imposing a 
divisive political system on them with the connivance of some 
Iraqi political leaders were intent from the very beginning to 
weaken and fragment their country. In order to test this 
hypothesis a simulation exercise is conducted here by running 
a replica of the Iraqi political system on the United States. 
To begin with, the present political system in the US must 
change from a secular majority-based presidential democracy 
to a multi-ethnic, multi-sectarian parliamentary system of 
government. As in the case of Iraq, major ethnic groups and 
religious sects in the US must be fairly represented in 
parliament and the government. The Hispanics or Latinos, 
being the second major ethnic group in the US, are to have 
their own semi-independent territory. Hispanistan would be 
the equivalent of Kurdistan in Iraq and comprise the states of 
California, New Mexico and Texas and parts of Nevada and 
Arizona, where people of Hispanic ethnic roots reside. 
Hispanistan has its own constitution, parliament, government, 
flag, and standing army. Also Hispanistan is unhappy with the 
hefty share of the country’s wealth it receives and demands 
sole control over resources within its territory especially oil. 
In order for the new US government to avoid accusations of 
being discriminatory and exclusive it must also adopt the Iraqi 



power-sharing formula by assigning quotas of major political, 
administrative and diplomatic positions to different ethnic and 
sectarian groups. Accordingly, the prime minister of America 
must be a Caucasian protestant. The president of the republic, 
essentially a figurehead, would be from the second largest 
ethnic group in the US, namely the Hispanics. The speaker of 
parliament would go to the Catholics, the second largest sect 
in the US. Fair representation of all ethnic and sectarian 
groups must be assured in the house of parliament with 
specific quotas of seats assigned to the Caucasians, Hispanics, 
African-Americans, Protestants, and Catholics with few 
reserved seats for smaller groups such as Jews, Buddhists, 
Hindus and Muslims. 

The Protestant Caucasian political faction which wins the 
highest number of seats in parliament has the right to form the 
government. The designated prime minister is expected to 
form a consensus unity cabinet including all major ethnic and 
sectarian factions. In fact, it is a unity cabinet only in name; 
ministers often obey their faction leaders rather than the prime 
minster. 

Disagreements among ethnic and sectarian groups represented 
in parliament and the cabinet render consensus on major issues 
extremely difficult and time-consuming. Long delays in 
passing important legislative bills and making executive 
decisions weaken the economy, diminish public services and 
increase public resentment. 

The ultimate test of this political system happens when 
terrorists cross the borders with the help of local supporters 
and occupy a number of border states. As expected, the 



weakened US central government fails to deal with this major 
crisis. Let us play this simulation exercise to the limit and 
assume that Iraq being the superpower in this fantasy receives 
a plea for assistance from the US. After criticizing the policies 
of the US prime minister whom the Iraqis had earlier 
supported, the Iraqis dispatch 300 military advisers. How long 
do you think the USA can survive as a united country? 
Given the outcome of this simulation and the facts that support 
for Sunni terrorists come from close allies of the US in Saudi 
Arabia, the Gulf states, Jordan and Turkey can you blame the 
Iraqis for doubting US intentions toward the stability and 
integrity of their country? Unlike the ancient Greeks in 
Hollywood films, the Iraqis need more than 300 braves to fight 
invading hordes and maintain the unity of their country. The 
level of support given by the Americans to their Iraqi allies 
falls short of their needs and seriously threatens this alliance. 
Sooner rather later the Iraqi Shia leaders will have no option 
but to seek help from Iran. And whoever finally defeats ISIS 
terrorists in Iraq and Syria would certainly emerge as the 
region’s unchallenged superpower. 
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